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Sir 



in response .o the Office action dated January 22. 2002. Applicant provisionally 
elects Group I (claims 1-5 and 37), but traverses the restriction requirement, in part, for 

the following reasons. 

The claims of Groups I and II are said to be related to each other as combination 
and subcombination. However, claim 6 of Group II depends from claim 1 of Group I, 
and claims 7-1 8 of Group II depend from claim 6 and, therefore, a.so depend indirectly 
from claim 1 . Similarly, claim 38 of group U depends from claim 37 of Group I. It is 
clear, therefore, that the claims of Group II are not drawn to a subcombination of the 
claims of Group I, since the claims of Group I. incorporate every feature of the claims of 
Group I. The claims of Group II simply define one e.ement of the claims of Group I with 
more specificity. Stated more specifically, a dependent claim cannot be a 
subcombination of the claim from which ft depends. This principle is a.so apparent from 
the examples of combination and subcombination claims set forth in MPEP Section 
806.05(c). Reconsideration of the restriction requirement as Groups I and II is 
respectfully requested. 
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Similarly, the claims of Groups 111 and .V are said to be related to each other as 
combination and subcombination, but the claims of Group IV depend from the Cairns of 
Group ... and are not, therefore, subcombination claims at all. Reconsideration of the 
restriction requirement as to Groups ... and .V is respectfully requested. 

App.icant does not traverse the restriction requirement as to Groups . and .... It 
is respectfu.lv requested that the restriction requirement be withdrawn, or at the ve„ 
lea st modified to include onry a first group including the Cairns of Groups . and .. and a 
second group including the claims of Groups ... and IV. 
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